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REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF 
HOLDING OF ABANDONMENT, OR ALTERNATIVELY, 
PETITION TO REVIVE UNDER 37 C.F.R. S LI 37(b) 



Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Box DAC 

Washington, D.C. 20231 
Sir: 

Applicants hereby respectfully petition to w ithdraw a holding of abandonment as 
set forth m a Notice of .abandonment mailed on February 15, 2000 in connection with the 
above-identified application ("the '994 application") because the application was not abandoned 
in fact. If after due consideration, Applicants' request is denied, then Applicants petition lo 
revive the '994 application under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b) as having been unintentionally abandoned. 

A copy ofthc Notice of Abandonment ("Notice") issued by L'nited States Patent and 
trademark OtTice on February 15, 2000 is attached hereto (Exhibit A), 'I he Notice asserts that a 
timely response to the Office Action mailed on July 19, 1999 was not recei\ed. 

On July 19, 1999, the United Slates Patent and Trademark Ofllce mailed an OfTicc 
Action in connection with the '994 application. The time for response was set to expire one ( 1 ) 
munth trom the date of the OtTice Action, i.e.. on August 19, 1999, extendible under37 C.f.R. 
1.136 (a)( 1 ) to January 19, 2000 if accompanied by a petition for extension of time and the fees set 
m 37 C.F.R. 1.17 (a). In response to this Office .Action. .Applicants' representatn cs limeh' tiled 
the following documents m the United States Patent and frademark OtTice on Januar> 14. 2000:^ 



( 1 ) a Pi-o\ isional i:lcclion With l iavcrsc under / C A M. ^ i . 

i n a Petition 1-or Pxtension ol'Timc l.'ndcr ?7 C.V.R. Jjl.136 (a), extending 
tlie time Ibr response Ibr i n c months to and inekiding Januaiy 1'), 2(K)(). 
with piovision for payment of the i-equired fee by Deposit Aeeount; and 

(3 ) a yellow return posteard ("Post-Card Reeeipl"). whieh on one side had an 
itemized list of the papers mailed on January 14, 2000, and Hxpress Mail 
Label No. LM 061 023 892 US. 

A copy of each of these documents is attached hereto as Lxhibit B. Further, in support of this 
assertion, enclosed is a copy of the Post-Card Receipt which was returned to Applicants' 
representatives stamped I'ecen'ed by the I hiited States Patent and Trademark Office on January 14, 
2000, evidencing receipt by the United States Patent and Irademark Oflice of the listed documents. 

Also in support of this assertion, enclosed is a copy of our log of Express Mail 
Certification for January 14, 2000 (Exhibit C), indicating that the response was deposited with 
the United States Postal Service on that date, using the "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" 
service under Express Mail Label No. EM 061 023 892 US. 

Applicants respectfully contend that the Notice of Abandonment dated February 1 5, 
2000 was issued in error and that the holding ol' abandonment should be withdrawn. As 
demonstrated by the above-mentioned facts and accompanying Exhibits, a complete response to the 
July 19, 1999 Office Action was timely filed w ithin the six month statutory period for response. 
Clearly, there was no abandonment in fact. 

In the event that the United States Patent and Trademark Office does not agree with 
Applicants' position, Applicants petition for revival of the application under 37 C.F.R. ^ 1.137(b). 
d he facts establish, and it is hereby stated, that abandonment was unintentional. As explained 
herein, a response to the Office Action dated July 1 9, 1 999 as timely filed (lixhibit B) and received 
by the f-niled States Patent and Trademark Office ( F:xhibits B and C). (/onsequcntly. if Applicants' 
request for withdrawal of abandonment is denied, this alternative request for revival under 37 CM. R. 
§1.1 37(b) should be granted. 

It is believed that there is no fee requii-ed for Applicants' request for reconsideration, 
since the request arises as a result of an error by the United States Patent and Trademark Office. 
Hou e\ cr, if payment of a fee is required, please charge the required fee to Pennie & I-dmonds LLP 
Deposit Account No. 16-11 50. In the event this paper is treated as a Rule 137(b) petition, please 



L-hargc tlic rcciuircd tec to llic atorcnicntioiicd deposit account. A cop> ol this slicet is enclosed ioi^ 
accounting purposes. 



Rcspecttlilly submillcd. 




Date February 29, 2000 oC^<^ul^ h- t^-i>W^^ t 30,742 

Laura A. Coruzzi 

PFNNIE &. EDMONDS LLP 

! 155 Avcn.ue of tb.c Americas 
New York, NY 10036 
(212) 790-9090 



